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The  above  named  statement 


is  enclosed  for  your  review  and  comment. 

should  have  been  received  by  your  agency  from  the  sponsor. 


xyy  is  available  at  the  Clearinghouse  office  for  review. 
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Please  evaluate  the  assessment  for  its  consistency  and  fulfillment  of  statewide  and  local  objectives 
related  to: 

1.  The  environmental  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

2.  Any  adverse  environmental  effects  which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  proposal 
be  implemented. 

3.  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  action. 

4.  The  relationship  between  local  short-term  uses  of  man's  environment  and 
maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term  productivity. 

5.  Any  irreversible  and  irretrievable  commitments  of  resources  which  would  be 
involved  in  the  proposed  action  should  it  be  implemented. 

IF  YOUR  AGENCY  HAS  COMMENTS  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  ASSESSMENT, 
PLEASE  SEND  THE  COMMENTS  DIRECTLY  TO  THE  AGENCY  SPONSOR,  AND  FORWARD 
A  COPY  OF  THE  COMMENTS  TO  THE  STATE  CLEARINGHOUSE. 

IF  YOUR  AGENCY  DOES  NOT  INTEND  TO  COMMENT,  PLEASE  CHECK  THE  BOX 
BELOW  AND  RETURN  THIS  FORM  TO  THE  STATE  CLEARINGHOUSE. 

  NO  COMMENT 
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Dear  Reader: 


Enclosed  for  your  review  is  a  draft  environmental  impact  statement  for 
Western  Energy  Company's  proposed  extension  of  Area  B  of  the  Rosebud  Mine. 
The  Montana  Department  of  State  Lands,    the  preparer  of  the  document,  would 
like  your  comments. 

The   document   analyzes   the   environmental   impacts  of  Western  Energy's 
proposal  to  extend  mining  of  Area  B  into  sections  7,   8,   17,  and  18  of  TIN 
R41E,   and  sections  12  and  13  of  TIN,  R40E.     Considered  in  the  analvsis  are 
impacts  on  a  variety  of  resources,   such  as  water,   air,   soils,  vegetation, 
wildlife,  land  use,  social  and  community  services,  and  fiscal  conditions. 

Your  comments  must  be   received  by  April   13,    1983.     If   your  public 
comments  or  new  information  require  major  changes  in  the  analysis,  a  final  EIS 
will  be   issued   before   a   decision   is   made   on   the   proposed   mining  and 
reclamation  plan.     The  final  EIS  may  incorporate  portions  of  the  draft  EIS  by 
reference,  so  please  retain  this  copy  for  later  use. 

Send  your  comments  to  the  attention  of  Mr.  Kit  Walther,  EIS  Team  Leader, 
Montana  Department  of  State  Lands,  Capitol  Station,  Helena,  Montana  59620. 

If   substantial   interest   is   shown,    the  Department  may  hold  a  public 
hearing.     The  Department  must  receive  notification  of  interest  for  a  public 
hearing  within  20  days  from  the  date  of  this  letter. 


Additional  detailed  information  on  Western  Energy's  plan  is  available 
from  the  Department's  Helena  or  Billings  offices. 


Sincerely, 


inistrator 
ision 
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Enclosure 


ROSEBUD  MINE 
AREA  B 
SECOND  EXTENSION 


Action  Under  Consideration 

Western  Energy  Company  proposes  to  extend  Area  B  of  the  Rosebud  Mine  into 
sections  7,  8,  17,  and  18  of  TIN,  R41E  and  sections  12  and  13  of  TIN,  R40E. 
(See  fig.  S-l.)  The  Commissioner  of  State  Lands  must  decide  whether  to 
approve  an  amendment  to  Western  Energy's  Area  B  permit  as  applied  for  by  the 
company,  to  deny  the  amendment,  or  to  approve  the  amendment  subject  to  stip- 
ulations. 


The  Conpany's  Proposal 

Western  Energy  proposes  to  mine  42.2  million  tons  of  coal  over  eight  years  at 
an  average  rate  of  5.3  million  tons  per  year  from  both  private  and  Federal 
coal  leases.  The  entire  extension  area  would  cover  1,820  acres,  of  which 
1,627  acres  would  be  disturbed  during  mining.  If  the  permit  amendment  is 
approved,  Western  Energy  would  begin  operations  immediately. 


Surmary  of  Inpacts 

Geology.  The  impacts  on  the  geologic  setting  of  Area  B  would  not  be  signifi- 
cant. The  revegetated  landscape  would  be  as  stable  as  the  premining 
landscape.  A  few  gullies  might  develop  in  the  uplands  along  the  southern 
.boundary,  of  Area  B  on  land,  usecL ..for  highwall  reduction.  Small  draws  could 
develop  along  drainages  due  to  headward  channel  development.  Development  of 
gullies  and  draws  would  not  adversely  affect  postmining  land  uses. 

Overburden     characteristics     are     not     expected     to     adversely  affect 
postmining  revegetation  success. 


Hydrology.  Mining  would  increase  total  dissolved  solids  (TDS)  of  ground  water 
within  the  extension  area  by  1.5  to  2.25  times.  Despite  the  increase,  the 
water  would  be  usable  for  stock  watering. 

Mine  spoil  from  Area  E  and  old  Northern  Pacific  spoil  has  and  will 
continue  to  change  the  water  quality  in  Cow  Creek,  possibly  decreasing  the 
productivity  of  creek-bottom  vegetation  near  the  mine.  Spoil  water  from  Area 
B-  and  Area  B  extension  may  reach  Cow  Creek  within  1,000  years,  but  possibly 
not  before  10,000  to  20,000  years,  continuing  increased  TDS  levels  and  impacts 


iv  /  Summary 

on  creek-bottom  vegetation.  Increased  TDS  levels  in  alluvial  ground  water 
quality  would  not  change  the  overall  pattern  of  land  use  around  Colstrip. 

For  the  first  half  year,  pumping  water  out  of  the  mine  area  would  add  a 
considerable  amount  of  ground  water  to  the  East  Fork  of  Armells  Creek.  This 
could  slightly  increase  waterlogging  of  hayfields  and  pastures  downstream  from 
Colstrip. 

Soils .  Once  respread  during  reclamation,  the  soils  in  the  proposed  distur- 
bance area  would  present  few  limitations  to  the  growth  of  new  vegetation. 
Some  impacts  to  soils  would  be  unavoidable  during  soil  salvage,  replacement, 
and  some  stockpiling.  The  impacts  could  result  in  increased  sensitivity  of 
the  disturbance  area  to  mismanagement  and  drought  for  an  unknown  period  of 
time  after  mining. 

Vegetation.  1,627  acres  of  vegetation  would  be  destroyed  by  mining  over  a 
period  of  8  years.  Reclamation  would  reestablish  plant  communities  primarily 
of  native  species.  Rangeland  forage  production  would  probably  increase; 
however,  plant  diversity  would  be  lower  for  probably  several  years  after 
mining. 

•  Wildlife.  Impacts  to  wildlife  species"  would  be  minimal  and  localized. 
Species  characteristic  of  areas  low  in  diversity  would  be  most  affected.  Some 
nesting  and  brooding  cover  for  sharp-tailed  grouse  might  be  lost,  along  with 
some  antelope  summer  range. 

Climate.  Continued  mining  in  Area  B  would  not  affect  the  climate.  Particu- 
late emissions  would  remain  at  or  near  ground  level,  and  total  emissions  would 
be  too  small  to  affect  either  precipitation  or  radiation  balance. 

Air  Quality.  Mining  in  sections  7,  8,  17,  18  of  Area  B  would  not  signifi- 
cantly affect  present  air  quality. 

Employment  and  Income.  The  extension  of  Area  B  would  allow  the  continuation 
of — not  increase — the  number  of  jobs  at  the  Rosebud  Mine. 

Social  Conditions.  The  population  of  Rosebud  County,  Colstrip,  and  Forsyth 
are  projected  to  peak  in  1983,  decline  through  1986,  and  remain  relatively 
stable  from  1986  through  1993.  The  percentage  of  the  population  attributable 
to  Area  B  extension  is  and  would  remain  small.  The  extension  would  probably 
contribute  to  the  stability  of  Colstrip's  social  life,  especially  from  1983  to 
1986,  a  period  of  rapid  population  decline. 

Social  and  Community  Services.  The  population  arising  from  Area  B  extension 
would  continue  to  contribute  to  the  strain  on  the  services  in  Colstrip  that 
are  now  inadequate.  The  inadequate  services  include  housing  and  medical 
services.  Even  so,  inadequacies  in  service  would  last  only  through  1985, 
after  which  Colstrip's  population  is  projected  to  fall  sharply,  eliminating 
to*  service  deficiencies. 


Fiscal  Conditions.  Over  the  life  of  the  Area  B  extension,  school  districts 
and  State,  Federal,  and  county  governments  would  receive  about  3155.9  million 
in  tax  revenues. 


Summary  /  v 


Land  Use.  The  Area  B  extension  would  temporarily  displace  grazing  on  1,820 
acres. 

Transportation.  The  extension  of  Area  B  would  not  noticeably  change  either 
train  or  highway  traffic  levels  in  Rosebud  County. 

Recreation.  Since  the  extension  of  Area  B  would  not  increase  population,  no 
impact:  on  recreation  facilities  or  sites  in  or  near  Colstrip  is  expected. 

Cultural  Resources.  Mining  would  mainly  affect  resources  found  in  the  one- 
mile  "buffer  zone,"  or  band,  around  the  permit  area:  several  homesteads  may 
be  damaged  by  blasting  or  vandalism;  prehistoric  sites  may  be  vandalized  or 
collected. 

Aesthetics.  Aesthetic  impacts  following  reclamation  would  be  insignificant. 
Within  several  decades  after  the  completion  of  mining,  neither  the  vegetation 
nor  the  topography  of  the  postmining  landscape  would  contrast  with  surrounding 
unmined  land. 


